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Conclufion of the DIALOGUE begun in my laft. 


STUDENT. 


SWER then directly to the 
Queftions I fhall propofe. Iz 
= what docs this Truth confit ? 
We have already agreed, that it 
does not depend on any human 
Decifion, but is above it; that 
¥ Menonly difcover, buf horcreate 
P it,fand affent to it whether they 
will or no ;/ that it appears to all the World, with 
equal Evidence, that, if Men fhould determine to 
call two and two Five, it would fignify nothing, 
fince two and two can never make but Four :fjult 
as if there were no Men, there would neverthelefs 
be aGop;/fince if the Exiftence of God depended 
on the Exiftence of Men, thefe then would create 
God, inftead of being his Creatures: Hypothelis 
abfurd and impious! The Proof that Man forms 
to himfelf of thetExiftence of a Divinity, arifes, I 
confefs, from higReafoning from what is about him ; 
but‘the Exiftence itfelf is oper and independent 
from it. In like manner, Men, by reafoning from 
the Evidence that appears to them, prove, that two 
and two make Four; but the Truth of the Propo- 
fition is diftinct from the Proof. [In auhat then does 
Ir Consisr? : 





CLERGYMAN. 
{ muft confefs myfelf at a Lof to know. 


STUDENT. 


Bur is it the only Truth thus skreened from your 
Difcovery » Is it of a Species by itfeif, or are there 
Others ? 


CLERGYMAN. 
THERE are, no doubt, others of the fame Species. 


STUDENT. 


I muft not then expeét you fhould account for 
thefe, {ince being of the fame Species as this, their 

itcovery mutt be equally skreened from you. With- 
Cut then entering into any farther Detail, what fhall 
We fay Of Zrush itfelf? “Ys it Divine, or Human+ 


- 


CLERGYMAN, 
I don’t tinderftand you. 


STUDENT. 


For Example. When a thing actually is, Can 
Men determine that it is ot ? 


| CLERGYMAN. 
N 0, Certainly. 
STUDENT. 


THe Truth or Effence then of that thing, does 
not depend upon Men. 


CLERGYMAN. 
To be fure. 
STUDENT. 


We mutt then fay it is Divine, or from God, 
Shall we fay as much of Virtue ? 


CLERGYMAN. 


By no means. Virtue depends upon the Actions; 
of Men. 


STUDENT. 
AND the Actions of Men? 


CLERGYMAN. 
Own the Obfervation of the Laws. 





STUDENT. 
AN Dp the Laws? 


CLERGYMAN, 
ARE eltablifhed by Men. 


STUDENT. 


Bur if a State fhould, by Accident of War, or 
otherwife, happen to be deftroyed, arid its Laws 
abolifhed, What would become of the Virtue of 
that State? Its Members, according to our prefent 
Hypothelis, have it not in their Power to be vir- 
tuous. It is no very juft or beautiful Defcription 
of Mankind, and feems highly reflecting on the 
Wifdom of Providence, that there fhould be any 
Condition, or State of Life, in which it would be 
impoffible Mankind fhould be viquous. 1 

CLER- 











) CLERGYMAN. 
LO'rute -Laws$ ‘might be eftablithed. 


STUDENT. 


THAT is no Argument; “for i \Eaws by ee: 
ve the faghe ¥ all the Blefings of Life; and the confequential 


likewife be abolifhed, ,and.we 1¢ 
Difficulties again. aides, ‘there“are Laws, in’one 
Syftem of Government, that allows Plurality of 

ives; and in another, that confine a Man to one. 
The virtuous Man, in the firft Government, would 
be- reckoned. -viciows- in this: Whereas VIRTUE 
AND VICE CAN NEVER RUN INTO EACH OTHER. 
The fame Argument will hold good, with refpect 
to the whole Univerfe ; for what is true of ove 
State, may be true of all the States in the World. 
And thus Virtue, according to your Hypothelis, 
may be {but out of the World. What then mutt we 
conclude? Which of thefe two Propofitions thall 
we admit astrue? Is Virtue above human Legifla- 
tion or not ? ' 

CLERGYMAN. 


We mutt conclude it above. 


STUDENT. 
Ir is then from God. 


(ee 





CLERGYMAN. 


Ir feems fo. 
STUDENT... 

You fec then, Sir, that, in examining only this very 

lain Propofition, (two and two make four) in its 
fall Extent, we have by a Chain of Reafoning na- 
turally enough attached to it, arrived ata Difcovery 
of thee Truths, much miore important, that efta- 
blifh, in the cleareft Manner in the World, and on 
Foundations not to be fhook, the thing that con- 
cerns us the mo to Know, viz. The EssENcE or 
VirTvE. Does not this Knowledge tend to make 
a Man a better Citizen; a more affectionate Hus- 
band, more religious towards the Supreme Being, and 
more juft to bis Neighbour ?4“A Man, once con- 
vinced of this Truth; would not be lefs virtuous, 
though there were th Laws: He ‘would not make 
his Virtue laft no longer than the Duration of ‘his 
Country Laws : He would be virtuous from Principle, 
becaufe Virtug is of divine Eftablifhment, unchange- 
able, 2nd gift from human Laws [ubjed to Al- 
teration. wn, then, MG, ‘that this” plain Propo- 
fition (two and two make four) properly {poke to, 
is not a barren Truth, unproductive of fine Re- 
ft ection, a ridiculous Subtility,’ or that it [pols the 

Under ftanding. 





CLERGYMAN, 
I do confefs, and am afhamed of my Error. 


STUDENT. 


Own alfo, that one receives Prejudices too 
often from popular Opinion; and that one fhould 
underftand before one paffes Cenfure. 


CLERGYMAN. 
I do; and promife [ll read P/eto again, with 
more Attention. 
STUDENT. 


T with, with all my heart, you may receive Be- 
nefit from it. But in order 'to that, Truth muff be 
fought with Humility, and not arrogantly traced; 
or,in other Words, without Prepoffeffion or Pride. 


itsvery Natare.’ The’ THInkine ‘PART oF vs 
‘CARRIES NO IpEA oF MOoRTALIiry IN ovr 


lation to it, Wor have.I yet, in all the Arguments 


Juitice of that Being, who acts’ wifely in every 


HE Writer of the above Dialogue, whethes 
fictitious, or not, has paved the Way for me 
towards the Profecution of my Defign, which was 
ablith Virrue omits: ow Bottom. The Ob. 


jetions that Fra Mawguous are not happy in this 
Wor d; that the) Picked are triumphant, and enjoy 
JJ 





Proof drawn of a future Life, from the Neceffity 
of rewarding, and punifbing, thall be confidered jn 
due time. : 


I fhall only obferve, with refpect to this latter, 
that I think it willadmit a much nobler Proof from 


CoNcEPTION. OF aT. I can conceive Thought, 
without avuexing the Idea even of pajible Annihj- 


4 have heard, or read, found any thing conclufiye 
againft ir. And though I queftion whether (ab. 
ftracted from the Proots of Revelation) it be pof- 
{ible to come at any Certainty as to the Nature of 
a future Exifience, there is no Abfurdity in fuppo- 


hing one. 


PLATO, in the Dialogue, intited Phedon, 
hiiited~“at by my Correfpondent, has enleavoured at 
a Proct of the Soul’s Immortality ; but as much 
an Admirer as I'am of that Philofopher, and his 
Writings, J fhould be forry there were no other 
Proofs of it, but what he has’ there advanced. His 
Doctrine, that Coxtraries* can never receive each 
otter, and that therefore the Soul;.(which is that 
which conveys Life where-ever_ it enters) can never 
receive its Coxtrary, DEATH, and is therefore IM- 
MORTAL, Would not be fufhcient of irfelf, againtt 
the Objections of a Materiak{?, who fhould take 
it in his Head to deny the previous Poftulata. His 
Notions of Reminifcence have fomething more 
pleating, as well as fatisfactory, as to the Nature 
of the Proof required; for a pre-exifting State once 
demonftrated, there would be no difficulty to con- 
ceive a future one:. But the Doétrine of Remt 
NISCENCE, or.what the Moderns call INNats 
IpEas, has been exploded long firice,; though, per- 
haps, much might be advanced in favour of it: 
fince according to the received Notions of Exiftence 
THAT WHICH BEGINS MUST END, and the Soul 
of courfe, be Mortal. But the Difficulty, in ccod 
Meafure, may arife from our wrong Conccptions, 
both of Beginning and Ending. Exiftence, ina par- 
ticular Mode, is, | think, falily called a Beginning ; 
and the Change of that Mode into another, as falfly 
called an Bxding. On this Suppofition, allowed not 
to be abfolutely abfurd, the Inmortality of the Soul 
might admit of lefs Dithculty in its Demontftration. 
But that is a Point of too long a-Difcuffion at 
prefent ; and the Objection, that an Exiftence with- 
out a Cox/fcioufne/s of a previous Strate, is a zew 
Reing, and can adminifter no Satisfaction in the 
Thought, will require more Compafs of Paper than 
J have left me. 





I thall therefore defer my further Confiderations 
of thefe Matters, till I have treated of Virtue and 
Happinefs more largely, and fhewn how far human 
Mifery, as well as Evil, are reconcileable with the 


thing, and leaves nothing out of his providential 
Care, neither here, nor hereafter. 


P. .7 
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